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— The MAiUNG DATE of this communication appears on th cover sheet teneatfi the correspondence adcAess— 
Period for Reply 

A SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR REPLY IS SET TO EXPIRE "7VR^e£ MONTH(S) FROM THE MAIUNG DATE 

OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 

- Extensions of time nnay be available under the provisions of 37 CFR 1 .1 36(a). In no event, however, may a reply be timefy filed after SIX (6) MONTHS 
from the mailing date of this communication. 

- If the period for reply specified akx)ve is less than thirty (30) days, a reply within the statutory minimum of thirty (30) days will be considered tinDety. 

- If NO period for reply is specified above, such period shall, by default, expire SIX (6) MONTHS from ttie mailing date of this communication. 

- Failure to reply within the set or defended period for reply will, by statute, cause the application to become ABANDONED (35 U.S.G. § 1 33). 

- Any reply received by the Office later than three nfK>nths after ttie nriailing date of this communication, even if timely, may reduce any earned patent 
tern) adjustment See 37 CFR 1 .704(b). 

J^Responsive to oomm L in i oat i on(s) fi l o d o n * ' . 

'This action is RNAL ^^S?g-^S(o;^ UTT^ M/ili-fA 0/J /^0\/. S'^ ZO02. 



□ Since this application Is in condition for allowance except for formal matters, prosecution as to the merits is closed in 
accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quayle, 1 935 CD. 1 1 ; 453 O.G. 21 3. 



Disposition of Claims 

X Claim(s) i ( 0 



Of the above claim(s). 
□ Claim(s)^ 



Xciaim(s)_LrLL9_ 

□ Claim(s) 

□ Claim(s)_^ 



Application Papers 

□ The proposed drawing correction, filed on . 

□ The drawing(s) filed on 



Is/are pending In the application. 

. is/are withdrawn from consideration. 

is/are allowed. 

Is/are rejected. 

is/are objected to. 

are subject to restriction or election 
requirement 



is □ approved □ disapproved. 



is/are objected to by the Examiner 



□ The specification is objected to by the Examiner. 

□ The oath or declaration is objected to by the Examiner. 

Pri rity under 35 U.S.C. § 1 19 (aHd) 

□ Acknowledgement is made of a claim for foreign priority under 35 U.S.C. § 119 (^d). 
□ All □ Some* □ None of the: 

□ Certified copies of the priority documents have been received. 

□ Certified copies of the priority documents have been received in Application No 

□ Copies of the certified copies of the priority documents have been received 

in this national stage application from the International Bureau (PCT Rule 17.2(^) 
•Certified copies not received: • 



Attachments) 

□ Infonmation Disclosure Statement(s), PTO-1449, Paper No(s). 

□ Notice of R f nence(s) Cited, PTO--a92 

^□-Notice of Draftsperson's Pat nt Drawing Revi w, PTO=948 — 



□ Int rvi w Summary, PTO-^13 

□ Notice of Infomial Pat nt Application, PTO-152 
□-Other 
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Art Unit: 1754 

DETAILED ACTION 
Expiration of Suspension of Office Action 
The 6 month time period for suspending office actions set forth in 37 CFR 
1.103(a) has expired. 

Continued Prosecution Application 

The request dated Sept. 9, 2002 for a Continued Prosecution Application (CPA) 
(paper no. 13) under 37 CFR 1.53(d) based on parent Application No. 09-423,086 is 
acceptable and a CPA has been established. An action on the CPA follows. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 

Claims 4-6 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by DE 195 
05 568 A1 to Redecker et al. 

The English abstract of DE 195 05 568 Al discloses a propellant composition for 
airbags (please see the title), comprising a fuel which may be urea and/or derivatives; 
an oxidant such as peroxides, nitrates, etc. and combustion catalysts. 
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The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 

obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

The factual inquiries set forth in Graham v. John Deere Co., 383 U.S. 1 , 148 

USPQ 459 (1966), that are applied for establishing a background for determining 

obviousness under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) are summarized as follows: 

1 . Determining the scope and contents of the prior art. 

2. Ascertaining the differences between the prior art and the claims at issue. 

3. Resolving the level of ordinary skill in the pertinent art. 

4. Considering objective evidence present in the application indicating 
obviousness or nonobviousness. 

The person having ordinary skill in the. art has the capability of understanding the 
scientific and engineering principles applicable to the claimed invention. The references 
of record in this application reasonably reflect this level of skill. 

This application currently names joint inventors. In considering patentability of 
the claims under 35 U.S.C. 103(a), the Examiner presumes that the subject matter of 
the various claims was commonly owned at the time any inventions covered therein 
were made absent any evidence to the contrary. The Applicants are advised of the 
obligation under 37 CFR 1.56 to point out the inventor and invention dates of each claim 
that was not commonly owned at the time a later invention was made in order for the 
Examiner to consider the applicability of 35 U.S.C. 103(c) and potential 35 
U.S.C. 102(e), (f) or(g) prior art under 35 U.S.C. 103(a). 
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Claims 1-10 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over DE 
1 95 05 568 A1 to Redecker et al. 

The English abstract of DE 195 05 568 Al discloses a propellant composition for 
airbags (please see the title), comprising a fuel which may be urea and/or derivatives; 
an oxidant such as peroxides, nitrates, etc. and combustion catalysts. 

The difference between the Applicants' claims and the DE 195 05 568 Al is that 
the Applicants' claims 1-3 set forth the use of the composition for removing harmful 
gases from the gases generated by the pyrotechnical reaction and Applicants' claims 8- 
1 0 set forth the dewce for the agent and the use, however it is submitted that these 
differences would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made because it is obvious to practice the method suggested in DE 195 
05 568 Al (namely, reacting the composition of DE 195 05 568 Al to inflate the air-bag) 
and to provide a device for practicing the method. 

The difference between the Applicants' claims and DE 195 05 568 Al is that 
Applicants' claim 7 sets forth that the gas generating substance is coated with the 
additive, however it is submitted that this difference would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made because such coating of 
components in this art of producing airbag inflation compositions appears to be to 
conventional. 
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Response to Arguments 

The Applicants' arguments submitted in their Amendment dated July 1 1 , 2001 , 
which has been filed as paper no. 8, with respect to the pending claims have been 
considered but are moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

An English translation of DE 195 05 568 A1 is enclosed. 

All claims are drawn to the same invention claimed in the parent application prior 
to the filing of this Continued Prosecution Application under 37 CFR 1 .53(d) and could 
have been finally rejected on the grounds and art of record in the next Office action. 
Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL even though it is a first action after the 
filing under 37 CFR 1 .53(d). Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set 
forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event will the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 
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Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Timothy C. Vanoy whose telephone number is 703-308- 
2540. The examiner can normally be reached on 8 hr. days. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Stanley Silverman, can be reached on 703-308-3837. The fax phone 
numbers for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned are 703- 
872-931 0 for regular communications and 703-872-931 1 for After Final 
communications. 

Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application or 
proceeding should be directed to the receptionist whose telephone number is 703-308- 
0661. 



01 Aug. 2001 



Timothy Vanoy/tv 




Patent Examiner 




08 May 2003 



Art Unit 1754 



